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REVISTHG AND REISSUING TIWE SOHEDULE CGRDBERS B1-11 AND

frentd

A BRLGER DRIRECTIMG THE CIYIES OF SAM JO5E AND BANTA CLARA
TH COHPLY WITH RERUIREWENYS PREGORIBED BY THE

CALIFORMEIA REGIONAL WATER BUALITY COW BOARD,

SAN FRAMOTISCO BAY REBTHH, T# ORDBER HO. B5-14

[WFDES PERMIT HO. CREBITHELD

iforela Hegional Mater Ruslity Lontrol Beard (hereinatier Board), San
Franciseco Bay Region, finds that:

i This Board adopted Order Mo, 85-14 on Fsbrueary 28, 1985 raissuing was
discharge requiremsnts for fthe Cities of San Jose and Santa Llara, Ba
Josa/Santa Blara Mater Pollution Control Flaob, (hersinfier divrkarje

Oroer No. B3-16 contains prohibitione affecting the discharger’s cerrent

and future discharge of wastes to watsrs of South San Francisco Bay or its

tribubaries south of Dumbarton Bridge. The discharage prohibition
implemsnts the Board’'s adopted Wabter Bualiby Loniraol Plan far San
Francisco Bay Basin and the State Board Policy for Enclosed Bays and
3 2, The prahibitions in Order He. B85-16 have nobt bs

an oaet: undar
pmpliance

Estuar
the Federal Municipal Sospliance Policy and State s WPRES U

Policy the discharger nust comply with thess grobhibitions by July §, 198

. The dischargser and the Lities of Bunnyvale and Falo &lto are meabers of
the ioint powers authority named the Soulh BA» Bischarggrs fubthoriby
(GEDAY . The SBDA is the lead agencoy for the construction of necsssary

i 21 facilities, such as the Basin Plan Alternative {a joint oubfall
¢ Dumbarton Bridge), fo

Ervironmant lapact Hta

e
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gment (E18) {for the proposed dispusal

i The GRDA and Environmsntal Frotsciion Agency Final DIRJELS adopisd July
1988 rs

commended the alternative of "Ho Aciien Beyvond Currently Roproved

all thres merber agspnoiss and has greparsq

Tmprovemnants at Treatsent Plants". Yhe currenily approved improvamsnis at
the dischargsr s btreatment plant can mest current Board sfflusnt limits
when operating propsrly, but do not sest Basis Plan probhibitiong for:

H. IBel initial dilultiong

B i dead-snd aloughs or condfined waberways;

. gizchargs to San Francisco Bay south of Dumbariton Bridgey
and wmay not meel Basin Flan prohibitions ui dischargse of consarvativa

axin and delateripus ma%a ials above levels achievable by source Control,
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sapecially for conting isvharge at the pr&ﬁant toration.,  In addifion

discharges may inhibit receiving water limifations from being consistently

met.
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oanendsd 2 ao project alisrpabive” {Hp
1uvlng FRABONE:

1.0 The dagr which increased dil trom discharos
porth of the Dumbarton Bridoge wi‘ aifverse iapachts on
the biota of the HScuth Bay could not be predicted.

3 e

2. Modeling studies had aot shown that

R

Gls

a substantial isproves
alved oxvgen concentrations would result §f 82 g

moved oot of the sloughs (Inddividual Deep Hater ¥
Altaernatived or ocub of South Bay (Basin Plan fAlternative).

A The viability of Ffuture $ull reclamation is now being im
a Fegional Hastewaber Rﬁtlam.t o Study. Several local small-scale
pr@h(nmﬂ 5 in the planning or laeplementation stagey however, 3
pgrograms do nob preclede s reguivessnt {ar disposal of soms por
af tha flow. Thﬁ Regional Wasitewaber Weclamavion Study and saal
programs, 1f itepleaented, could spset bthe planning raguivesants o
Ban Francisco Bay Basin Plap,”

ot
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The FEIR/FEIS conoluded that the Mo Further fction Altsrnative would hawve
the foliowing water guality impacts:

d. Bigniticant iapacts can ooour f0 aguatic biobts during treatment plant
upssls

. Bissolved oxvgen lavel depletions would afdfect greater areas of
Ariesian Slough and Guadelup Sloughs duriog the dry {sumser) and

canning seasons than the Basin Plan Alternative:

. Helative towicity levels would he of an order of sacnitude higher
(480 vs. 38 @l/1) with the HNo Further fction Alternative vs. tha
Basin Flan Alternatives

i Gontinusd potential for degradation of sedigent guality in sloughs.

possibpias
ternative atl

Tha FEIR/FEIS proposed further investigations fhat may allow
recansideration of the SEDR and ERA recosmended Mo Frolect 4l
some future dats:

& Further monitoring o fully svalunts the impacts of present treatwnent

anii disposal systems sgainst the standard of 2 level of snvirgheental
protection sgual to & deep wpater oubfall

. investigate regionsl and locoa tewater raclamation.

The investigabicns noted in Finding 4. wil

possible significant water guality impacts. Ths high costs of
tmglenenting the Easin Flan fltersative {approachicg #3288 wmiliiond, the
laclk of historical weier guality backoround dats, and the possibitity of
only marginal water guality iseprovements maks {t infeazible at this tims
to fully mitigate or avold the significant watsr guality impacts of the
proposed "Ho Project® flterpative,

1 not provide mibtioabion of the
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Up Septesber 2y 198 the SBEDA (on behalf of the discharger
petition and pFDpD_EU wanlt

deannsirat
advanced waste freatment. BEDA propossd the deferral for 9 ves

detarcal of 9 oysars
petition makes clear
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dose/Hanta Clard
aved for inoy
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the Septesber
minor geris
Plant fhe ns

alnng

Vosubml b

card Tonsid

wing prograe reguestiag the : A
pm o implesenbing the Pasin Plan prohibditions.  Tie
hat the SBEDA and discharger desls fha

ke

u

cesbhrere are no available data that would indicats that
proposed chanpe of dischargs location would isprove Zout
ansd sediment guality: nor can such dats be developed from a

msnitoring program with the disposal sysbeas continuing a

i
ne gt locabtions,  Bobth fhe SBEA and EPA feal that zuch 14
changs could be detrimental to sald quality., Pased upon i
facbors and the high cost of proposed diversion pipalice, bths S5ERA
pupscts to request cesncellation of this dischargs prohibdition.

BRDA rifed that there 18 3 gap in the historic data of the bHouth
plogical resourcss and the relationship befussp these resources,

ality and advanced waste treatwment. Also HGBDA belisves that data
’ discharges fo the Spoubh Bay are not suddficient fo

intenance or pahancemant of water guality by implarenting

& from

Basin Plan prohibitions while a wabter guality study is initiatsd o

dide some of the data to f1ll the gaps. SBDA bﬂl’ﬂVBﬁ The data will

zontirm that squivalent protection can be provided with continued

dischargs at the presant sites cospared Lo a aubwrs,
Dumbarton Bridge and also in ths event of Yspille" bscause the sxirass

i

ntrol

nnal outfall at

ias

\‘
s osensitive and mors resili=znt to degraded conditions, sspeoially
couplad with adeguats contingency plans.  Bus Lo the incomplsie

EtﬂFiEal data, the incoaplete implerentation of the contingency plans,

1979 and 1988 “spill? at the Han JosefSants Clara Matser FPollution
Fiant, and the lack of data verifying thess asseritions {espegially

!
}L iL Lans é‘.t

&
tang-term) the Board could not agres wiith BHES
at time.

'1"1534

Fina) EIR/ELS and petition were lacking in data sefficient to grant

eptions to the Basin Plan for fhe tollowing reasons:

i quality  iss have naob been resolved
enancs and/or snhance of beneficlial usas. Thi
splved opygeo levels, nubrispis, towicity

rnd avian botulism.

heavy metals, col

&

Commitagnts hava not been found to snable the mpleesntalics of

substantial veclamation projscis.

Het eavironmentsl benedits pressnily itdentified or  isplasented arg
inadeguata,

Consistent compliance with HPREY Pereit conditions for recgeivi
waters has net baen genonstrated.

14



= mitigation in ocags of braatsent plant upsais  have
taplesentaed nor & ; mats,
i, A% 85 documented is in juate and the potenbial
are altsn inadesuately documented.
1. The Regional Board recognoizes thatbs
= Phe
Tar
[E38

of future full rectamation 1s still being

d. Full dmpleaentation of operabtion, conbingsney and mitigation seasures
by the dischargar has not been accomplished.

12, & defaerral is still reasonable bo reconsider the iasplesentation of the
Basin Plan and Bay and Estuaries Folicy prehibitions and to
E&F] st practicables date for compliance, provided ths BE0

35 ipdings 18 and 11, in Order Ho.o Bl-11 the Ho -d grant
fthe d}* vargaer (8) a five-year deferval ino (s\ conduct a water guality
fudy and tluluq1f€1 mopnitoring srogram o sstablish evidenoe Lo
substantiate a requaest for sxcepliion froa lhf grwhﬁhl*' on, and (&) subnit
technical report docusenting nel zovicowmental benetits and enhancesent
sontinued discharge froa the pressant Jocation. The stuny and repart

A hilhu conducied and in preparation respectively.  Thers iz no naw

svidance at this btime that preciodss continuing the defarral until

penclusien of the situdy and preparation of the report.
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The cowmpliance bime sohedules in this Time Schedule Order superssde those
contained in Time Schedule Order MNos., Bi-11 and B2-34 and astablish naw
Yime schedules where appropriate.

P4, The Board has notified the discharger and interesied
af itz intent to grescribe ravised reguireas=snts for

15, foa public meeting, heard and considared commenty

cu this dischargs.

14 The Board finds :h»» this action is an arder fo enftoroe sast
Fequlrenent 51y adoptsd by the Board. Thig action is theretfar
catagoris +?U& the pravisions of the Ualifornia Envir nnmwﬁiqi
Duta 11L“r Act SBAY pursusant to Section 15121 of the
Guidelines.
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17 15 WERERY DRBERED, that in sccordapce wibth Hater Dode Section VE38B, the
discharger shall comply with Prohibitions A1, A2, and 8.5, and ;
Water Limitabtion 2.oa. and Z.oc. of Order Moo B85-14 30 accordance wibth bhe
intlowing schedule:
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Thea
d1 %0

Water

-

For Frohibitions A l.y A.2.¢ 8.3, and Regsiving Hater Limitations 0.3,
and L.2.00

1. Continue approved water gualily study sad bio
prograr tnoa manner sabtisfactory to the B y
disohar shall subait a3 szmi-annual vepo
fAnnual RBeport dus 3 Julw,  The fnnual ;

aonitor:

&odue 1 July oand an
5 provide

analysig and interpratation with recoapmendations for

e

tufure wWwork | inciuds

2 fopvinos the preparation of the tachnical rwﬁart documeniing the ng
environmental benefits and evisting and potential enbancemsnt of ih
rereiving waters by the coniinued dischargs iu San Francisco Bay
south of the Dumbarton Bridge. Subsii Annual Progress Reporits by 4
July,

¥
H
3
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I Submit a fipal repori on aohieving compliance wilh Prohibitions A1
A.8. and A5 and Receiving Water Limitaticons £.2.8 and C.2.¢ not
Tater than 1 July #7. I+ the dischargers findings in the studies i
i. anu F. ahove support his desirss Lo reguest the Board's

ation of granting an exception to PFrohibitions AL, ALy

Receiving Water bLimitations £.2.a and £.2,0.y then ths

ar ‘s final report shall also contain the reguesht,

uﬁtUm“ﬁ18§LQﬁu impieapentation and mitigation plan, and ratianal
the bBoard's consideration.
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=
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latar than July 1, 17880, Monitoring not aeeiing
i1V1nq Ne:er Limitations of 2.a. and 2.0, prior
1988 compliance date shall noebt be reported as vinlabions

Gl Y i 3

Hunicipal Lomgliance Plan (referapce Board Resolobion Moo Ba8-11):

TakK
Tratt Hunicipal Compliance Plan : 1
. Final Municipal Cospliznce Plan 1 Tune 89

Order Hos. Bl-11 and B82- are heraby rescindsd.

This Urder expires July 1, 1984,

Board declares that it
fut

all not undertake furitber snforcement to bring the
harger inbto goepliang i

ah
with Prohibitions ALio, ALF.y A3 and “ﬂtm‘”i 1y
Limitations D.o2.a. and C.2.0.0 as sonvained in Order No. Bo-1f

thae time scheduls

s

N The discharger compliss fully with a1l fteras o
containad in This frdery

e The discharger Lomplipﬁ fully with all teras of the Perait (Ordsry Mo,

BE-16) with the exception of Prohibitions A1, A2, &30 and

Receiving MWater Limitations 2.a. and 2.0.3

tanres do not noour would warrant modifications of the

Le



Wil warrant an

Aot

Yian undor
Bat

inn taken by this

t ¢
ude the possibiliby

ertaining to the

-

e scheduls doss not

ctions to enforce the peralt by third paritiss
nursuant to ion GBI sderal Dlean Water Act.

Executive Ofdticer, do hersby cerbtidy that the
brus, and correct copy 3

Buslity Dontrol Board,

ROBER B. JARES
Execubive Dfficer
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